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Detail Action 

Claims 1-40 are amended. 

The submitted affidavits are acknowledged, however they are not considered as 
a part of the original specification. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-3, 5-15, 18-20, 21-23, 25-26, 27-34, 35, 38-40 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Reyna et a! (us 2002/0059565) (hereinafter 
Reyna) in view of Burgin et al (us 2003/0046349) (hereinafter Burgin). 

As regarding claim 1 , Reyna disclosed processing by a computing device a 
binary file generated by a source application to identify one or more user interface 
display rendered when contents of the binary file are viewed using the source 
application (see Reyna pg.1, par 7; pg.2; par 14-15, 17,19,22; pg.3, par 24-28); Reyna 
did not expressly disclose generating by the computing device a self-contained 
representation of the one or more user interface display including one or more , 
specifications corresponding specifying the one or more user interface displays, enable 
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viewing of said contents of said binary file without usage of said source application, by 
rendering said one or more user interface displays in accordance with said one or more 
specifications 

Burgin taught generating by the computing device a self-contained 
representation of the one or more user interface display including one or more 
specifications corresponding specifying the one or more user interface displays (see 
Burgin, pg.2-3, par 25-26, 34-41), enable viewing of said contents of said binary file 
without usage of said source application, by rendering said one or more user interface 
displays in accordance with said one or more specifications (see Burgin, pg.2-3, par 25- 
26,34-41). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of Burgin to the method of Reyna because 
by creating a self-contained objects would make the exchange of electronic message 
easier for the sender and the receiver (see Burgin pg. 1 , par 1 1 ). 

As regarding claim 2, Reyna-Burgin disclosed each specification included one or 
more transition rules specifying one or more transitions to one or more other user 
interface display specified by one or more other specification (see Reyna pg.3, par 25- 
28). 

As regarding claim 3, Reyna-Burgin disclosed each transition rule specifies 
transition to another user interface display specified by another specification when the 
user interface display enter a particular user interface display state (see Reyna pg.3, 
par 25-28). 



1 
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As regarding claim 5, Reyna-Burgin disclosed attaching by said computing 
device said self-contained representation to the electronic message (see Burgin pg.2-3, 
par 25-26, 34-41). The same motivation was utilized in claim 1 applied equally well to 
claim 5. 

As regarding claim 6, Reyna-Burgin disclosed each of said user interface display 
comprises one or more display cells, and each of said specification comprises one or 
more display cell specifications correspondingly specifying the one or more display cells 
(see Reyna pg.3, par 25-28). 

As regarding claim 7, Reyna disclosed identifying by a computing device a 
source format of binary file generated by a source application (see Reyna pg.1 , par 7; 
pg.2, par 14-15, 17,19,22; pg.3, par 24-28); selecting by the computing device a set of 
user interface display specifications from a plurality of sets of user interface display 
specifications, based at least in part on the identified format of the binary file (see 
Reyna pg.1, par 7; pg.2, par 14-15, 17,19,22; pg.3, par 24-28). Reyna did not expressly 
disclosed processing by the computing device the binary file to generate a self- 
contained representation of user interface displays of said binary file rendered when 
contents of the binary file are viewed using the source application, by associating 
results of said processing of the binary file with the selected set of user interface display 
specifications to enable viewing of the user interface display without the source 
application. 

Burgin taught processing by the computing device the binary file to generate a 
self-contained representation of user interface displays of said binary file rendered when 
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contents of the binary file are viewed using the source application, by associating 
results of said processing of the binary file with the selected set of user interface display 
specifications to enable viewing of the user interface display without the source 
application (see Burgin, pg.2-3, par 25-26, 34-41). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of Burgin to the method of Reyna because 
by creating a self-contained objects would make the exchange of electronic message 
easier for the sender and the receiver (see Burgin pg.1 , par 1 1 ). 

As regarding claim 8, Reyna-Burgin disclosed attaching by the computing device 
said self-contained representation with an electronic message; and transmitting by the 
computing device said electronic message and said attached self-contained 
representation to one or more recipients for viewing, where the viewing including 
rendering said user interface displays in accordance with said user interface display 
specification and user inputs (see Burgin pg.2-3, par 25-26, 34-41). The same 
motivation was utilized in claim 7 applied equally well to claim 8. 

As regarding claim 9, Reyna-Burgin disclosed binary file is either a word 
processing document or a spreadsheet document (see Burgin Burgin pg.2-3, par 25-26, 
34-41 , Burgin taught transmitting self contained graphic object over communication 
network, it is obvious to use other type of data beside the graphic data). 

As regarding claim 10, Reyna-Burgin disclosed determining is based upon a 
filename extension associated with said binary file (Reyna pg.2, par 17). 
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As regarding claim 1 1 , Reyna-Burgin disclosed launching by the. computing 
device a locally accessible version of application; simulating by the computing device 
user inputs to said application based at least in part upon said selected set of user 
interface display specification; and storing by the computing device outputs from said 
application in response to said user inputs (see Burgin pg.2-3, par 25-26, 34-41 ). The 
same motivation was utilized in claim 7 applied equally well to claim 1 1 . 

As regarding claim 12, Reyna-Burgin disclosed each specification includes one 
or more transition rules specifying one or more transitions to one or more other user 
interface displays specified by one or more other specifications (see Reyna pg.3, par 
25-28). 

As regarding claim 1 3, Reyna-Burgin disclosed each transition rule specifies 
transition to another user interface display specified by another specification when the 
user interface display enter a particular user interface display state (see Reyna pg.3, 
par 25-28). 

As regarding claim 14, Reyna-Burgin disclosed each of said user interface 
displays comprises one or more display cells, and each of said specification comprises 
one or more display cells specifications correspondingly specifying the "one or more 
display cells (see Reyna pg.3, par 25-28). 

As regarding claim 15, Reyna disclosed selecting by the computing device a set 
of one or more user interface display specification from a plurality of sets of one or more 
user interface display specifications, based upon said first attachment type if it is 
determined said first attachment type is associated with a member of said.group of one 
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or more supported source application (see Reyna pg.1, par 7; pg.2, par 14-15. 
17,19,22; pg.3, par 24-28); launching by the computing device a locally accessible 
version of associated source application (see Reyna pg.1, par 7; pg.2,.par 14-15, 
17,19,22; pg.3, par 24-28); simulating by the computing device one or more user input 
signals based upon said selected set of one or more user interface display 
specifications (see Reyna pg.1, par 7; pg.2, par 14-15, 17,19,22; pg.3, par 24-28); and 
capturing by the computing device output responses of the associated* source 
application to said one or more user input signals (see Reyna pg.1 , par 7; pg.2, par 14- 
15. 17,19,22; pg.3, par 24-28). 

Reyna did not expressly disclose receiving by a computing device an email 
message including an associated first attachment of a first type; determining by the 
computing device whether said first attachment type is associated with a member of a 
group of one or more supported source applications; associating the captured output 
responses with the selected set of user interface display specification to generate a self- 
contained representation of said first attachment to allow subsequent viewing of the 
attachment without further use of the associated source application. 

Burgin taught receiving by a computing device an email message including an 
associated first attachment of a first type (see Burgin pg.2-3, par 25-26^ 34-41); 
determining by the computing device whether said first attachment type is associated 
with a member of a group of one or more supported source applications (see Burgin 
pg.2-3, par 25-26, 34-41); associating the captured output responses with the selected 
set of user interface display specification to generate a self-contained representation of 
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said first attachment to allow subsequent viewing of the attachment without further use 
of the associated source application (see Burgin pg.2-3, par 25-26, 34-41). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of Burgin to the method of Reyna because 
by creating a self-contained objects would make the exchange of electronic message 
easier for the sender and the receiver (see Burgin pg.1, par 11). 

As regarding claim 18, Reyna-Burgin disclosed first attachment type comprises a 
proprietary format (see Reyna pg.2, par 17). 

As regarding claim 19, Reyna-Burgin disclosed each of said plurality of user 
interface displays comprises one or more display cells, and each of said user interface 
display specification comprises one or more display cell specifications (see Reyna pg.3, 
par 25-28). 

As regarding claim 20, Reyna-Burgin disclosed one or more transition rules, each 
transition rule specifying a transition to a user interface display when the user interface 
displays enter a particular display state (see Reyna pg.3, par 25-28). 

As regarding claims 21-23, the limitations are similar to claims 1-3, therefore 
rejected for the same rationales as claims 1-3. 

As regarding claims 25-26, the limitations are similar to claims 5-6, therefore 
rejected for the same rationales as claims 5-6. 

As regarding claims 27-34, the limitations are similar to claims 7-14, therefore 
rejected for the same rationales as claims 7-14. 
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As regarding claims 35, the limitations are similar to claims 15, therefore rejected 
for the same rationales as claims 15. 

As regarding claims 38-40, the limitations are similar to claims 18-20, therefore 
rejected for the same rationales as claims 18-20. 

Claims 4,16, 17,24, 36, 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Reyna et al (us 2002/0059565) (hereinafter Reyna) and Burgin et al 
(us 2003/0046349) (hereinafter Burgin) as applied to claim 1 above, further in view of 
Venkatraman et al (us pat 6014688) (hereinafter Venkatraman) 

As regarding claim 4, Reyna and Burgin taught all limitations of claim 1 above but 
did not expressly disclose encoding by the computing device an electronic message 
having said self-contained representation attached, using a MIME protocol, a Uuencode 
protocol, or BinHex protocol; transmitting by the computing device said encoded 
electronic message and self contained representation to one or more addressed 
recipients. 

Venkatraman taught encoding by the computing device an electronic message 
having said self-contained representation attached, using a MIME protocol, a Uuencode 
protocol, or BinHex protocol; transmitting by the computing device said encoded 
electronic message and self contained representation to one or more addressed 
recipients (col. 7, lines 1-5), 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of Venkatraman to the method of Reyna- 
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Burgin to have encode the message in MIME, or Uuencode, or BinHex because using 
MIME, or Uencode or BinHex would allow the recipient view the attached file regardless 
of the recipient email platform (see Venkatraman col.2, lines 15-16). 

As regarding claim 16, the limitations are similar to claim 4, therefore rejected for 
the same rationale as claim 4. 

As regarding claim 17, the limitations are similar to claim 4, therefore rejected for 
the same rationale as claim 4. 

As regarding claim 36, the limitations are similar to claim 4, therefore rejected for 
the same rationale as claim 4. 

As regarding claim 37, the limitations are similar to claim 4, therefore rejected for 
the same rationale as claim 4. 

As regarding claim 24, the limitations are similar to claim 4, therefore rejected for 
the same rationale as claim 4. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-40 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
See the above office action. 



Application/Control Number: 10/082.601 Page 11 

Art Unit: 2143 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Duyen M. Doan whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4226. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:30am-6:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David A. Wiley can be reached on (571 ) 272-3923. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from, the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 

Examiner 
Duyen Doan 
Art unit 2143 




